basic human rights, the language of activists, and the ways in which these issues are discussed in the media. The complications arising from these gaps are compounded in a transnational frame where people must find ways of communicating across languages and cultures. In this special issue, we discuss case studies of human rights advocacy in Asia, with a particular focus on strategies for communication between different cultural frames and discourses. When we refer to cultural frames and discourses, this means not just national cultures and languages, but also the cultural and discursive practices associated with particular institutions. These institutions include the judicial and policing systems, the bureaucracy, medicine, international human rights organisations, (international) non-governmental organisations (INGOs/NGOs), media and the academy. In this collection of essays we explore the changing paradigms of human rights in the Asian region and the gaps between academic, bureaucratic, activist and popular media language on human rights.
Since 1948 there have been many disparate developments in the understanding of the means for achieving human rights. The Universal Declaration has been supplemented by a series of treaties and conventions which focus on specific groups or specific forms of discrimination: women, children, indigenous peoples, persons with disabilities, those subjected to racial discrimination and xenophobia, workers, refugees, migrant workers and their families. The United Nations has declared specific foci for particular time frames, including the First, Second and Third Decades to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, the United Nations International Women's Year (1975) , the United Nations International Decade for Women (1975 Women ( -1985 , the Year of the Child (1979) , the International Year of Disabled Persons (1981), the International Year of Youth (2010 Youth ( -2011 and so on. These Years and Decades were each brought into focus through a series of United Nations International Conferences, particularly in the last decades of the twentieth century.
This series has included world conferences on Women (1975 Women ( , 1980 Women ( , 1985 Women ( , 1995 , Racism (1968 ), Human Rights (1993 and Population and Development (1994) When the UDHR was proclaimed, there were only 51 member nations of the United Nations. After the wave of decolonisation from the late 1940s to the present, the membership of the United Nations has grown to 193. In the years since 1948, many former colonies in Asia (and other parts of the Third World) have achieved independence, joined the United Nations and acceded to the major human rights treaties.
2 There is, as yet, no regional human rights body in Asia, but the Association second generation rights to welfare, education and leisure; and third generation rights to national self-determination, a clean environment, and indigenous rights (Byrnes et al, 2009, p. 16) . Academics have raised the question of the 'intersectionality' of different systems of inequality based on gender, class, ethnicity, sexual orientation, ability/disability and so on (Raj 2002) . They have also questioned the efficacy of the concept of 'race' (Gilroy 2002; Wolfe 2002, pp. 51-62; Stoler 2008, pp. 191-219) . In the context of assertions of 'women's rights as human rights' (Tomasevski 1993; Kerr 1993; Peters and Wolper 1994; Agosin 2001) , there has been extensive discussion of the gendering of international law, and the operation of dichotomies of 'public' and 'private' in the international arena (Charlesworth and Chinkin 1993, pp. 63-76; Charlesworth and Chinkin 2000) .
Academics talk of 'gender relations' or the 'gender order' (Connell 2009, pp. 72-93) , but bureaucrats and activists address 'women' and 'men'. Academics question the very concept of 'race', but recognise the discrimination suffered due to 'racism'. Or, in other words, academics try to find ways of engaging with United Nations Declarations and Conferences against racism, while retaining scepticism about the concept of race. Academics and activists seek sexual rights, sexual autonomy and sexual citizenship (Evans 1993; Bell and Binnie 2000) , while the United Nations bureaucracy has, until recently, seen sexuality almost exclusively through the lens of reproduction -except, perhaps in the context of HIV-AIDS prevention campaigns (Booth 1998, pp. 115-139) . In the wake of the so-called 'Asian
Values Debates' after the Bangkok Regional Conference on Human Rights, national leaders in international forums claimed to speak for a unified national culture, while activists making claims against a nation-state for vindication of their rights emphasised the diversity of needs within the boundaries of the nation-state, and asserted that their claims could be justified in terms of transnational norms (Cheah 1999, pp. 11-42; Cheah 2006; Langlois 2001 ).
There are thus significant gaps between the academic debates on human rights and the actual language and protocols of the bodies devoted to ensuring the achievement of basic human rights for all, as has been noted by Euan MacDonald.
Whatever the chosen scholastic response, however, one thing seems clear: the gap between theory and practice in international human rights is an important issue, and one that threatens to undermine both sides if some sort of rapprochement is not achieved (McDonald 2004, p. 970 ).
Micheline Ishay, in her ambitious history of human rights, has also identified pressing issues for human rights advocacy in the twenty-first century. She identifies two possible trends:
…a negative trajectory, if we consider the ascension of nationalist forces and the weakening of democratic ones in the domestic realm, particularly after September 11; and a more positive path, should we consider the proliferation of international human rights institutions and the growth of the anti-globalization movement in the realm of civil society (Ishay 2004, p. 345 ).
The questions raised by Ishay and others, however, can only be answered through grounded research which is attuned to conditions at the local, regional and global level. It is interesting to note that Ishay's book has few detailed references to the Asian region, suggesting the need for more empirical and theoretically-informed research in this region. Our essays are based on precisely such grounded research in the Asian region.
In addition to the academic and bureaucratic languages of human rights alluded to above, there are also specific languages and vocabularies deployed by activists in order to make human rights claims. All of the official United Nations conferences, for example, are usually accompanied by parallel NGO conferences (Riles 2000) .
Activists at these conferences need to be able to communicate with their own stakeholders while also making claims in language that will be understandable by the bureaucrats in the United Nations, national governments, and multilateral and bilateral aid agencies.
All of these groups make use of the media. The United Nations itself has a massive publications program and is increasingly making use of digitisation and electronic media to disseminate information. Aid agencies and INGOs/NGOs also use diverse media to communicate their activities. Official and unofficial channels are making increasingly sophisticated use of the new media communications technologies. Meanwhile, the mainstream media are also engaged in commentary on all of these forms of advocacy.
In this collection, we bring together some contemporary research on human rights in Asia. Our case studies focus on East and Southeast Asia, some with a national focus, some with a regional focus and some focusing on diasporic Historians employ textual analysis of relevant primary documents, supplemented by oral history and testimony where possible. Historical research may be a stimulus for human rights campaigns, for historical narratives reveal the stories of past wrongs (Mackie 2005, pp. 207-217 Critical disabilities scholars and activists argue that social structures and environments need to be modified in order to deal with the needs of diverse individuals, rather than focusing on the 'disability' as something which must be treated, cured or accommodated (Snyder and Mitchell 2006) .
Several of our contributors are interested in the relationship between academia and activism. For some scholars, activism is the object of study (Mackie 2003; Dales 2009 ). In other cases, academia might inform activism. In discussions of the verdict of the Women's International War Crimes Tribunal on Military Sexual Slavery in 2000, it was striking how the concept of 'gender' had been mainstreamed, and had been used un-self-consciously in non-academic discussions of human rights abuses.
The term 'gender' had moved from a specialised academic term to a 'useful category of analysis' for activists (Mackie 2005: 207-208; Scott 1988: 28-50 ).
There are also examples of activism informing academia. We could think of the outreach campaigns around HIV-AIDS education, where the category of 'men who have sex with men' (MSM) was useful in reaching out to those who engaged in samesex sexual activity, but did not identify as 'gay' (Kawaguchi 2003) . This, in turn, helped to inform academic discussion of the relationship between behaviour and identity. 3 This was particularly important outside the Anglophone centres in places where there are different ways of naming the infinite configurations of gender identity, sexual preference and behaviour (Jackson 2010, pp. 88-96) . These different understandings have become crucial in cases where individuals seek refugee status on the grounds of persecution of sexual minorities. Where the asylum seeker from Southeast Asia meets the Anglophone legal system in Australia, their claim for refuge will be affected by gaps in the understanding of the relationship between identity, sexual orientation, the presentation of the self and behaviour (Offord, this issue).
There are also situations where activists have developed new vocabularies in congruence with academic developments. The concepts deployed in queer theory were advanced in parallel by activists in the 'street' and scholars in academia (Gould 2009 ). At times, however, academia and activism can seem to be antagonistic. In Australia, feminist engagements with the state led to (often agonised) debates around the gendering of the state, and the proper relationship between feminist activists, feminist scholars and the bureaucracy (Yeatman 1992) . Debates on feminist engagements with the state have taken on slightly different nuances in Japan (Kobayashi 2004; Kano 2011: 41-62) .
Some with activist backgrounds reflect on their experiences using the tools provided by academic theories (Song, in this issue). Some refuse the dichotomy between academia and activism, preferring to advocate 'activist scholarship' which fuses scholarship and activism (Offord, in The essays collected here demonstrate the contribution that academic research can make to our understanding of human rights issues. Legal and bureaucratic discourses of human rights can be complicated and refined by the insights of history and memory studies, ethnography, translation studies, cultural studies and gender and sexuality studies. These insights can also inform activist campaigns, in the interest of more effective communication in the public sphere. We hope that these essays may be useful in illustrating the importance of translating and mediating between these different frames of reference, not only within the university, but in all of the spheres where discussion of human rights takes place.
